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MAR 30 2007 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re Application of: 
Eduardo Trifoni, et al. 
Serial No.: 10/524,040 
Filed: 02/09/2005 

For: MEMBRANE... GENERATOR 



Hedman and Costigan ^ 
1 185 Avenue of the Americas ^ 
New York, NY 10036 %/% 
March 30, 2007 

% 

RENEWED PETITION under 37 CFR 1 .47(a) 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 223 1 3-1450 

Sir: 

Responsive to the decision on the renewed petition under Rule 47(a) dated March 23, 
2007 for tbe above application, Applicants renew the petition. The Attorney Advisor has held 
that requirements (1), (3) and (4) have been complied with but not (2) since the petitioner has 
not shown that a bona fide attempt was made to present the application papers, including the 
specification, claims, drawings, and oath/declaration to Eduardo Trifom. The declaration of 
Anna Tuosto states that she mailed a second copy of the application and an assignment 
document to Mr. Trifoni on April 12, 2006. However, petitioner failed to include evidence to 
demonstrate that the materials were received by the non-signing inventor. 



Applicants believe that the Attorney Advisor has not properly considered the record 
since there are two declarations of Ms. Tuosto of record. The first one filed on September 23, 
2005 clearly showed that Mr. Trifom had received the first submission and that Mr. Trifoni 
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had received the application and in response to Ms. Tuosto's e-mail of April 27, 2005, he told 
her by telephone his letter of November 24, 2004, stated bis position that he would not sign any 
document without adequate compensation. 

In the declaration filed October 27, 2006, Ms. Tuosto's declaration stated that another 
copy of the application, declaration and assignment had been submitted to Mr. Trifoni with a 
copy of the transmittal letter and an English translation thereof which has not been returned or 
responded to by Mr. Trifoni. 

The record as a whole clearly demonstrate that Mr. Trifoni received the application and 
orally refused to execute the present application for the same reasons as the two earlier 
applications referred to in Ms. Tuosto's first declaration without adequate compensation. This 
taken with the fact that he has not responded to the second submission which lias not been 
returned clearly demonstrates that Mr. Trifoni has no intention to execute the application and is 
tatamount to his refusal to do so. Therefore, Applicants again request acceptance of the 
application under the provisions of Rule 47(a). 

Respectfully submitted, 
Hedman and Costigan 

Charles A. Muserlian # 1 9,683 
Attorney for Applicants 
Tel. 212 302 8989 

CAM:m!p 
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CERTIFICATION OF FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 

I hereby certify that this paper is being facsimile transmitted to the Patent and 
Trademark Office on the date shown below. 

_^LJk J . k^ Q— ?-3^7 

Charles A. Muserlian #19,683 
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